
May 7. 2003 

Dcar M r  Copps: 

I am wnting this lcncr IO request you not relax the broadcast owncrsliip rules that protccl all 
Anicncan citi7ens froin media monopolies 

The proposed changes would allow giant ineda conglorncrates Io gain ncar total control over raho 
and relcvision contents and would providc a great disscrvcs to all Americans across our counlr) 
Mmy o l  these corporalions are now lobbying the FCC to relax the currcnl ownership rulcs. These 
Sainc corporations also have past track records in trying lo keep opposing view p i n l s  oIT the air 
WAYS. 

All Amcncans deservc to hear all points of view on important issues. and make informcd 
decisions on lheir own, and no1 be swaycd by media bias. 1 urge you for thc sake of dcmocrac! 
and the I ” .  amendment Io continue the broadcast owncrslup protections that helped lo cnsure 
healthy political debarcs in our great country. 

Sincerclv 

G a p  R. Ball 







May 8,2003 

The Honorable Jonathan S. Adelstein, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12” Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Subject: Broadcast Ownership Rules 
I , ’’ 

I wish to express my stronq opposition to any relaxing of the broadcast ownership rules. 
Already giant media conglomerates seriously limit my ability to hear honest, complete 
and unbiased views of what constitutes ‘news reporting’. 

It doesn’t seem an accident that when viewing or listening to ABC, CBS, NBC, or CNN 
‘news’ one hears, with only rare exceptions, a singular (and politicized) viewpoint from 
each of them. The station ids are different, the reporter faces are different, the sets are 
different, but they all seem to be guided by the ~ a m e  editorial staff. (Well, yes, CNN is 
an absurdity and belongs in a class by itself.) 

Too often one must glean through various TV and radio news programming, public 
service announcements, commercials and other programming to get ‘the rest of the 
story’ or hear of the deliberately excluded portions of a news event. And it’s those 
excluded portions which can create totally different viewpoints than those presumably 
desired by the present media conglomerates’ editorial staffs. I want nothina done which 
would further limit my access to more than one viewpoint or prevent me from hearinq 
anythina other than that which media conqlomerates want me to hear, be it news. 
commercials. or other oroaramminq. 

Maybe we should think the other way - that is, TIGHTEN the broadcast ownership rules. 

And one more thought: When the media deliberately or erroneously reports on an event, 
they should be required to present a total and honest correction. That correction should 
be made as often, and in the same setting, and, wherever possible, by the same 
individual(s) who erroneously reported the event. 

101 Wintergreen&. 
Michigan City, IN 46360-7438 
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May 8,2003 

The Honorable Michael J. Copps, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12'" Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Subject: Broadcast Ownership Rules 

I wish to express my stronq opposition to any relaxing of the broadcast ownership rules. 
Already giant media conglomerates seriously limit my ability to hear honest, complete 
and unbiased views of what constitutes 'news reporting'. 

It doesn't seem an accident that when viewing or listening to ABC, CBS, NBC, or CNN 
'news' one hears, with only rare exceptions, a singular (and politicized) viewpoint from 
each of them. The station ids are different, the reporter faces are different, the sets are 
different, but they all seem to be guided by the ~ a m e  editorial staff. (Well, yes, CNN is 
an absurdity and belongs in a class by itself.) 

Too often one must glean through various N and radio news programming, public 
service announcements, commercials and other programming to get 'the rest of the 
story' or hear of the deliberately excluded portions of a news event. And it's those 
excluded portions which can create totally different viewpoints than those presumably 
desired by the present media conglomerates' editorial staffs. I want nothinq done which 
would further limit my access to more than one viewpoint or prevent me from hearinq 
anvthinq other than that which media conalomerates want me to hear, be it news, 
commercials, or other proaramminq. 

Maybe we should think the other way - that is, TIGHTEN the broadcast ownership rules. 

And one more thought: When the media deliberately or erroneously reports on an event, 
they should be reauired to present a total and honest correction. That correction should 
be made as often, and in the same setting, and, wherever possible, by the same 
individual(s) who erroneously reported the event. 

Mr. David K. 
101 
Michigan City, IN 46360-7438 



TED BECK + .  

1 1 7  E. GURLEY STREET. THIRD FLOOR 
PRESCOTT, ARIZONA 8830 1 

(928) 445-6860 

F A X  (928) 445-6188 
E-MAIL: NONE 

May 0,2003 

The Honorable Michael K. Powell 
Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12Ih Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: Broadcast Ownershio Rules 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

The various news media organs already dominate much of America. Changing the 
Broadcast Ownership Rules in the manner being sought now by various large media interests 
would allow, indeed-would inevitably result in, monopoly power over radio and television news 
broadcasting. 

The major networks and one or two of the cable news networks already have 
demonstrated their willingness, if not their eagerness, to squelch viewpoints differing from their 
own. Allowing further concentration of management power over news broadcasts (as well as 
opinion and advocacy disguised as "news") would directly threaten constitutional rights of 
speech, press, association, petition. and others. 

I oppose the media-support rules changes 

Yours truly, 

Thelton 7 - z z  D. Beck 1% 

TDBIam 

cc: The Honorable(s): 
Kathleen Q. Abernathy. Commissioner 
Jonathan S. Adelstein, Commissioner 
Michael J. Copps. Commissioner 
Kevin J. Martin, Commissioner 



TED BECK 
117 E. GURLEY STREET, THIRD FLOOR 

PRESCOTT, ARIZONA 8630 1 

(928) 445-6860 

FAX (928) 445-6488 
E-MAIL: NONE 

May a, 2003 

The Honorable Michael K. Powell 
Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12Ih Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: Broadcast Ownership Rules 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

The various news media organs already dominate much of America. Changing the 
Broadcast Ownership Rules in the manner being sought now by various large media interests 
would allow, indeed-would inevitably result in, monopoly power over radio and television news 
broadcasting. 

The major networks and one or two of the cable news networks already have 
demonstrated their willingness, if not their eagerness, to squelch viewpoints differing from their 
own. Allowing further concentration of management power over news broadcasts (as well as 
opinion and advocacy disguised as "news") would directly threaten constitutional rights of 
speech, press, association, petition, and others. 

I oppose the media-support rules changes. 

Yours truly, 

Thelton m D. Beck ,3yc 
TDBIam 

cc: The Honorable(s): 
Kathleen Q. Abemathy. Commissioner 
Jonathan S. Adelstein, Commissiorler 
Michael J. Copps, Commissioner 
Kevin J. Martin, Commissioner 



Honorable Michael K Powell Chairman 
Honorable Kevin J Martin Commissioner 
Honor ab 1 e Jon at ha n S Ad e Is te i n C o m i i i  i  s s i one r 
Honorable Kathleen Q Abernathy Commissioner 
Honorable Michael J Copps Cornmissioner 
Federal Communications Comlnission 
445 1 2 ' ~  Street sw 
Washington D C 20554 

Dear Commissioners 

Jaines P. Lynch 
501 Tana Lane 
Joliet. II , 60435-5321 
Tel 815 725.5970 
Fax 81 5.725.9545 
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May 8, 2003 

Please do NOT relax broadcast ownershp rules I am concerned that such action would lead 
to near monopoly ownership of American media by a few big companies This probably would 
then mean the near extinction of independent outlets of media sorts 

Big monopoly control of newpapers, TV radio and news magazines would unfairly limit public 
access to information of all sorts I t  would inean we would only hear or read the things that a 
very few people deem acceptable or which expresses their point of view at the exclusion of 
other perspectives 

In my mind i t  is effectively unconstitutional in that i t  would prevent the full exercise of our rights 
to free speech While one could still express any opinion the circulation of that opinion and its 

potential for value would be greatly diininished 

Please keep all of us average citizens in mind in all your deliberations and act in our behalf 
rather in ways that would only benefit a few 

Thank you very much for your consideration of my viewpoint 

Sincerely, 

, 

mailto:jimlynch@attbi.com


1436 Woodward Ave 
Lakewood, OH 44107 
May 08, 2003 

The Honorable Michael J Copps 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12* Street, sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Commissioner Copps; 

1 urge you not to relax the  broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens from 
media monopolies 

These proposed changes would provide a way for large media conglomerates to gain 
near-total control of radio and television news and information in communities across our 
nation Many ofthe corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership 
rules already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off 
the air 

We deserve to hear and see more than one point of view on important issues I urge you 
to continue the broadcast ownership protections that have helped to ensure a healthy 
political debate in our country 

Some of the problems I already see in the broadcast media are as follows 
Entertainment and programming geared to the mentality of a 15 year old, 
“Breaking news” that has already been aired for one or more previous days, 
10 or more continuous minutes of commercial advertising and less program 
content 

I think giant media conglomerates will only bring us more self-serving programming 
which adds profits to their bottom line and even less exposure to other points ofview 

Sincere1 y, 

Mr. Eric C Leissa 
& e .  A,%?& 



Honorable Michael K. Powell 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications System 
445 - 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Powell: 

I urge you not to change the broadcast rules in any manner 
will permit any company to establish a monopoly in any part of 
the broadcast industry. 

We know that any undesirable government immediately takes 
over the broadcast industry in their country. Letting any 
company establish a monopoly in the broadcast industry would 
create as undesirable a condition as government control of the 
broadcast industry. 

Please protect the broadcast industry from becoming a 
monopoly. 

Yours very truly 



1)car 14r hlartin 

I urge you not to relax the hi,oadcasl ownership rules that protcct 

'I'hcsc proposed changes would pave the way IbI giant media 
;\mciican cilizens lrom thc media monopolies. 

coidcm~ci;iics 1 0  g;iiii near-ioial control of radjn and television ncws and 
inloiinati!m communities iici-oss nil1 nation. ,\and many oltht: corporations 
thai are now lobbying ihc I:( .'(? Lo relax thcasc ownership d c s  already have a 
hnown trick rccord in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints 0% the air. 

'Ihe ,American pcoplc dcsetce to hear more than onc point ofview on 
itnpIritaiil issucs. 'I'hcrcfirre. for t hc  sakc ol'our democracy and our treedom, 
I urge you io continue the Ixoadcast ownership protections that, for decades, 
h a w  helpcd io ensurc Ikhcaltli! politicill tlehak in our country. 

Sincerely 'iours, 

'/ , 
111 l>onald W. Suflon 
5 1 1 I .ooking Glass Ave. 
Portlmtl, Michigan 4x875-1224 



May 8,2003 

The Honorable Michael K. Powell, Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 1zrn Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Subject: Broadcast Ownership Rules 

I wish to express my stronq opposition to any relaxing of the broadcast ownership rules. 
Already giant media conglomerates seriously limit my ability to hear honest, complete 
and unbiased views of what constitutes ‘news reporting’. 

It doesn’t seem an accident that when viewing or listening to ABC, CBS, NBC, or CNN 
‘news’ one hears, with only rare exceptions, a singular (and politicized) viewpoint from 
each of them. The station ids are different, the reporter faces are different, the sets are 
different, but they all seem to be guided by the (Well, yes, CNN is 
an absurdity and belongs in a class by itself.) 

Too often one must glean through various TV and radio news programming, public 
service announcements, commercials and other programming to get ‘the rest of the 
story’ or hear of the deliberately excluded portions of a news event. And it’s those 
excluded portions which can create totally different viewpoints than those presumably 
desired by the present media conglomerates’ editorial staffs. I want nothins done which 
would further limit my access to more than one viewpoint or prevent me from hearing 
anvthinq other than that which media conqlomerates want me to hear, be it news, 
commercials, or other proarammina. 

Maybe we should think the other way - that is, TIGHTEN the broadcast ownership rules. 

editorial staff. 

And one more thought: When the media deliberately or erroneously reports on an event, 
they should be required to present a total and honest correction. That correction should 
be made as often, and in the same setting, and, wherever possible, by the same 
individual(s) who erroneously reported the event. 

101 Wintergreen d 
Michigan City, IN 46360-7438 



Arthur Flint 
2195 Charles Bryan Rd.,, #206 
Bartlett, TN 38134, ,., ' ,  . 
May. 6, 2Q0:3:;:'b,"! ~ .~ , .  
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Honorable Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications System 
445 - 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mi-. Copps: 

will permit any company to establish a monopoly in any part of 
the broadcast industry. 

over the broadcast industry in their country. Letting any 
company establish a monopoly in the broadcast industry would 
create as undesirable a condition as government control of the 
broadcast industry. 

I urge you not to change the broadcast rules in any manner 

We know that any undesirable government immediately takes 

Please protect the broadcast industry from becoming a 
monopoly. 

Yours very truly 



Ma\! 9.2003 

IHonorble Michael h. Powell 
('hairman 
l'sdcIn# ! 'oinniunkatiorls Cornmission 
145 12 th Street . S W  
Washinplon, I)( '  20551 

1 urge you not to relax Ihc broadcast ownership rules that protcct 
tnicrican citizens lrorn the media monopolies. 

'These proposcd changes would p a w  the way for giant media 
corilorncrii~cs 10 gain ncar-lola1 ionlr~ol of radio iintl tclevision news and 
intormation cornmimities across nu1 natiom Aand many of the coilmations 
that arc now Iobtqing thc FC'C. lo relax theasr ownership rules already hnvc a 
known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints ofl'the ail,. 

'Ihc . h c r i c a n  peoplc dcscrve to hear morc than one point of vicw on 
improtant issucs. I'hei~cfbrc. t0r thc sakc of our democracy and our tieedom, 
1 urge you to continuc the broadcut ownership protccljom that, for dccades, 
have helped to ensure Ikhealth!. political dehalc in ou r  iountrv. 

Sincerehi Youis, 

"341 Donald W. Sutton 
5 1  1 Lmoking Glass h e .  
Portland, Michigan 48875-1 224 



1 urgc you noi io relax the broadcast owncrship rules that protect 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media 
~\nicricaii citizcns fi.om the media monopolies. 

iotiloineriiies to gain near-~oul control of radio and television news and 
inlbi-mntion communities iicross our nation. Aand many of the coiporations 
that iire now lobbying thc 1,'CC to relax thease ownership rules already have a 
known irack rccord in attcmpting to keep opposing \.iewpoints off the air 

'fit: American peoplc deserve to hear more than one point of view on 
;mproiant issues. l'hcret(rrc. tor tlic sakc of OUI democracy and our fieedom, 
I urgc you to continue the hroatlcast ownership protections that, for decades, 
have hclpcd to ensure lkhealthy political debate in our country. 

Mr Donald W Sunon 
51 1 I ooking Glass Ave. 
Portland, Michigan 48875-1224 



James P. Lynch 

M a y 8  2003 

Honorable Michael K Powell Chairman 
Honorable Kevin J Martin Commissioner 
Honorable Jonathan S Adel s tei n Commissioner 
Honorable Kathleen Q Abernathy, Commissioner 
Honorable Michael J Copps Commissioner 
Federal Communications Coinmlssion 
445 12'~ Street sw 
Washington D C 20554 

501 Tana Lane 
Joliet, I I  , 60435-5321 
Tel. 815 725.5970 
Fax 81 5 725 9545 
eina i I j i in I y nc h@ a t t b i . com 

- ... ~ 

Dear Commissioners 

Please do NOT relax broadcast ownership rules I am concerned that such action would lead 
to near monopoly ownership of American inedia by a few big companies. This probably would 
then mean the near extinction of independent outlets of media sorts 

Big monopoly control of newpapers. TV, radio and news magazines would unfairly limit public 
access to information of all sorts I t  would mean we would only hear or read the things that a 
very few people deem acceptable oi~ wnich expresses their point of view at the exclusion of 
other perspectives 

In my mind i t  is effectively unconstitutional in that i t  would prevent the full exercise of our rights 
to free speech While one could still express any opinion the circulation of that opinion and its 
potential for value would be greatly diminished 

Please keep all of us average citizens in mind in all your deliberations and act in our behalf 
rather in ways that would only benefit a few 

Thank you very much for your consideration of my viewpoint 

Sincerely 

J 

Jim Lynch JTm Lynch 



May 5.  2003 

Dear Mr. Martin. 

1 urge you to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect Amencan citizens from media 
monopolies 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates lo gain near-total 
control of radio and television news and information in communities across our nation. And many of the 
corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax thew ownership rulcs already have a known track 
record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues 
Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to conlinue the broadcast ownership 
protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country 

Sincerely, 



Ed & Barb Wood 
8817 Burr Oak Road 
Roscoe, Illinois 61 073-7867 
Phone 815-623-2648 
E-Mail ed barbwood@aol.com 

Friday, May 09,2003 

The Honorable Michael I. Copps 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mr Copps, 
Barbara and I urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American 
citizens from media monopolies. 

These pi.oposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near- 
control of radio and television news and information in communities across our nation. 
Many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership tules 
already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. 
Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our fieedom, we urge you to continue the 
broadcast ownership protections, that for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy 
political debate in our country 

Sincerely. 

Ed & Barb Wood 

mailto:barbwood@aol.com


9 May 2003 

The Honorable Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 1 2 ' ~  Street, sw 
Washngton, DC 20554 

Dear Ms. Abemathy: 

We urge you "to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect 
American citizens from media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates 
to gain near-total control of radio and television news and information in 
communities across our nation. And many of the corporations that are now 
lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a known track 
record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on 
important issues. Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, We 
urge you to continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have 
helped to ensure a healthy, political debate in our country 

Sincerely, 

/ Clearfeld, Utah 84015-1327 



Ed & Barb Wood 
8817 Burr Oak Road 
Roscoe, Illinois 6 1073-7867 
Phone 815-623-2648 
E-Mail edbarbwood@aol.com 

Friday, May 09,2003 

The Honorable Kevin 1. Martin 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Martin, 
Barbara and I urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American 
citizens from media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near- 
control of radio and television news and information in communities across our nation. 
Many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules 
already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. 
Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, we urge you to continue the 
broadcast ownership protections, that for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy 
political debate in our country. 

Sincerely, 

Ed & Barb Wood 

mailto:edbarbwood@aol.com


PHILLIP VON STEPHENS, RHU 
GENERAL AGENT 

49 I I MONrROSE BLM). 

HOUSTON, 7ExAs 77006-6530 

Frida). Ma! 09. 2003 

Honorable Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
C'oinni issioner o I' FCC 
445 I 2"' Street. sw 
b'ashington, DC 20554 

Dear Madam: 

We have been readi ! of prop 

(713) 723-2009 

ed changes that wouid . (e the way for giant 
media conglomcratcs to gain near total control o f  radio and television news and 
information in our communitics across America. 

We urge you not to relax thc broadcast ownership rules that protect the American 
citizen from media monopolies. Many ofthe corporations that are now lobbying the FCC 
IO relax thcse ownership rules already have a known track record in  attempting to keep 
opposing viewpoints off the air. 

Thc American people deserve to hear all points of views on important issues. 
Only then can we be truly infornied citizens. In the name of freedom and for the sake of 
our denweracy we urgc you to continue thc broadcast ownership protections that have 
helped to insurc a health) political debate in our country. 



David Bohn 
P.O. Box 17965 
Honolulu, HI 968 17-0965 

Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: Docket No. 02-277 

Dear FCC Commissioners, 

I stron3ly urge that the FCC abandon its plan to end long-standing and critical safeguards that 
have served as an important "check and balance" system to help ensure diversity of media 
ownership. Under the proposal you are considering, one company in a community will be able to 
own the newspaper, several TV and radio stations, the cable system, and the principal Internet 
access company. There will be fewer owners of networks, stations, and newspapers nationwide. 
This will very badly damage true media diversity and competition. A competitive and diverse 
media is absolutely essential to ensure an informed citizenry and a healthy and vibrant 
democracy. 

Eliminating these last remaining protections of the public tmst would constitute a complete 
abandonment of the FCC's mission to ensure that our airwaves, which are owned by all 
Americans, are used in a manner which ensures the diverse range of voices and opinions needed 
in a healthy democracy. Loss of these protections would constitute a huge and unacceptable 
giveaway of public resources and political power to a few large and powerful media companies. 

Further consolidation of the media in the false name of "deregulation" must be halted and in fact 
reversed. TV and radio news in the hands of a handful of profit-driven corporations has 
undermined our democracy more than any other modem force except the high cost of broadcast 
commercials during elections. The media companies have failed in their public trust to provide 
cxcis! unbixed informaticn to the public %bout xost  p-blic issues. .4meriicms depend upon the 
media to bring us information that will allow us to make the informed choices necessary for the 
well-being of our nation and our Future. 

As an American concerned about our democracy, I urge you to reject the current proposal to 
abandon the last remaining controls on media consolidation. Instead, I strongly urge you to 
break up the media conglomerates, to open the spectrum to a wide diversity of organizations and 
independent journalists, and to reinstate the Fairness Doctrine. 

Don't abandon media safeguards! 



Mr. Kenneth Ha l l  
222 Valley View Ilr. 
Cuba, M O  65453-8604 

Dear Mr. Hall: 

Please read this important NRA BULLETIN then take a few minutes to mail the five 
special postcards I’ve enclosed. 

And please, DO THIS TODAY for the sake of your Second Amendment rights. 

Right now as you read this message, major anti-gun media corporations are putting 
intense pressure on the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) to make sweeping changes 
in the FCC rules that prohibit monooolv ownership o f  media sources in your community and 
across the United Stales. 

The FCC has asked for public comment on these proposed changes and if they don’t hear 
from us only the Big Media’s voice wil l  be heard. 

The rules under debate -- known as “Broadcast Ownership Rules” -- have for decades 
prevented the giant media conglomerates from gaining monopoly control over what your fellow 
Americans can read in their newspapers, see on T.V., and hear on the radio. 

And they have orevented gun-hating media giants like AOL Time Warner. ViacodCBS 
and Disnev/ABC from silencing your NRA when we’ve needed to take our message directlv to 
the American ~ e o ~ l e  in critical legislative and oolitical battles. 

Now, however. the nation’s most powerful media companies are trying to force the FCC 
to do away with these rules and pave the way for a tiny handful of corporations to gain total 
control over the news and information that Americans are allowed to read, see, and hear. 

If that happens, your NRA would face a disastrous situation where -- in a political 
crisis - a small group o f  top media executives could literally silence your NR4 and prevent 
us from communicating with your fellow Americans bv refusing to sell us television. radio, 
or newwaner advertising at anv orice. 

Don’t think i t  can’t happen because it’s already happened -- and 1’11 give you just one 
prominent example. 

Back in 1992, when our heroic troops returned from Desert Storm, your NRA tapeda 

(over, please) 



special T.V. tribute, featurins Charlton Heston, to welcome them home. 

This public service announcement didn’t make a single mention of firearms or the Second 
Amendment -- instead, it was a simple. heartfelt message to our brave men and women 
in uniform, thanking them for a job well done. - ~ -  - . ~~ ~~ . 

But we couldn’t get it on the a i r  -- a t  anv orice. All  three networks said the 
same thing ... that our  “thank you” message to America’s Armed Forces was 
“too controversial” because it was produced and paid for by the NU!!! 

,- 
~~ ~- ~ ~.~~ - ~ . .  ~ 

.~ ~ ~ 

.. ~. - ~ ~ ~ . . ~  ~ ~ 

.’ This is just one instance out of many in the past decade when the top brass ofthe 
major media conglomerates have denied your NRA’s right to be heard. And now, these same 
netw’orks -- and the executives who control them -- are trying to convince the FCC to relax its 
ownership rules so that they can vastly expand their control of our nation’s media outlets ... 

.Including local newspapers. T.V. stations, radio stations, and cable companies.. 

... So that they can take an even greater hand in deciding what news stories and 
commercial messages are “tit” for the American people and which messages should be banned 
from the newspapers as well as the T.V. and radio airwaves. 

If these rules are changed, a single media company could lawfully own and control 
virtually every news outlet in a community or even a whole state or region ofAmerica. 

And you better believe that if these Big Media executives get the control they want 
over America’s radio and T.V. airwaves, it will be all but impossible for your NRA to fight 
our grassroots battles in the way that we have done so successfully in the past -- by putting our 
message on the air, telling your fellow citizens the truth, and getting them involved. 

Instead, a half-dozen anti-gun zealots in the top echelons of the media industry will have 
the unchallenged power to keep us off the air and shut down your NRA‘s efforts to communicate 
with the American people -- our most powerful weapon for protecting your Second Amendment 
rights and  the rights of future generations. 

I f  they can grab near-total control of the networks, the cable companies, the newspapers, 
and the radio. they CAN and WILL win the next big gun control battle that takes place in 
Congress, whatever form that battle hamens to take. 

Remember, the anti-gun media executives who would dictate media programming under 
these proposed new rules are the same individuals who gave enormous contributions to the 
Clinton-Gore gun-ban machine -- and who continue to give their political dollars to rabid anti- 
1 pun extremists like U.S. Senators Charles Schumer, Hillary Clinton, and Dianne Feinstein. 

They don‘t believe the Second Amcndment means what it says. They don’t believe that 

And they’ve never hesitated to use their clout to further the agenda ofthe ‘‘Brady Center’.’\ 
(formerly Handgun Control, Inc.) and other guo-ban groups by giving them free airtime, pilttjng ,: 

you and your I imily should have a right to own firearms. 
... ~- 

(next page, please) 



characterized as "talk" stations. One 
, T h e  BUD," which carries our show, 

ry; what should we do, il anylhing, in light of the 
of a,playing field already filled with heavy hitting 

abounds throughout the day; it's like the 

unicalion oullets. vehicles fhrouah which messages are trans 

lance. Why would anyone want 1,200 of them il lhey were not impor- 
tanl. not o as moneymakers but as programming toots. In a war, the 2 ng you do is cut the communication lines of ' lhe enemy. Black 
lines of communication are not being cut as much as they are beirig 
bought and controlled, but Ihe results are the same. 

Brothers and sislers, we have many hours of Black talk 
available to us across this country, although nof necessarily transmitted 
via Black-owned slations. Nonetheless, don't you think we should use 
what we have to create positive action among people, when it comes to 
economic empowerment? Don't you think we should be paying more 
alienlion to the FCC, Michael Powell and the'bpcoming public hearing 
that is, incidenlaliy, not covered very much in the dominant media. (I 
wonder why?) 

Don'l you lhink we should make more forays info the com- 
munications arena, especially Black talk radio,'and turn il into a positive 
movement for Black lolks7, Other groups have done il. Why not us? 
Other groups are not afraid to speak on behalf of their people. They 
make no apologies for it, and iI you call some 01 their radia.talk shows 
they will tell you where you can lake your opinion. Simply put, they 
have an agenda; they work everyday to maintain the power stalus quo. 

Don't you think we could use more action lo  go'along with 
all our talk? Aiitime is precious, and the capabilih of speaking to thou- 
sands 01 our people via a Black talk radio program should,, a1 every 
opporlunity, cail for and move our people io responsive action. 

The next time you call in to your favbrite show, 14 to say 
something that will stimulate Black lolks to act on the basic principles 01 
economic empowerment. Let's turn Black talk radib' into Black action 
radio. 

James E. Clingman, an afluncl professor at the Universdy of Ciricinnali's Afn- 
can-Ameiican Studies depaiirnenl, is l o n e r  edilor of the Cincinnali,Herald 
Newspaper arid founder of Ihe Greater Cincinnalr African Arnerican,Chamber 
ol Commerce. He hosts the radio program, "Blackonornics," and,is'lhe au.f!thpr 
of Ihe book, "Economic Empowermen1 or Economic Enslavernenf-W<have a 
Choice.'He can be reachedat (513) 489-4132, orby e-mailalpling- 'I. 

man Lblackonomics.com. 

. ,  . 

Children's needs. .  . IPnored 

http://Lblackonomics.com


. . . . ~..  

,eturning continued from fiont 

w d e - u p  call ae to what was have seen and images of 
really going on in this coun- wounded soldiers, like Jessica 
try," Ball says. "My first week Lynch, being made heroes," he 
on board the ship, o u r  super- says. W i t h  Desert Storm 
vising officer, who wae a White there was a clear and defined 
man from Georgia, told us that end and there was a massive 
he didn't like Black people but 
wouldn't use his rank to abuse 
US." 

Ball says he was 
shocked that none of the other 
Black officers called the White 
officer o u t  on his racist re- 
mark. 

"That was my first 
week and I was shocked to 
hear that come out of a super- 
vising officer's mouth, but it 
wasn't the last either," he 
says. 

Ball says it was com- 
mon to see Klan lettering on 
the bathroom walls on the ship 
and some officers passed out 
Klan literature as well. 

''I also remember a 
time when they showed the 
movie, 'Mississippi Burning.' 
on board and a n o t  almost 
broke out because one of the 
soldiers snickered during the 
lynching scene," he says. 

Ball says that the 
soldiers who are fighting in 
Iraq now will receive the same 
warm welcome he got when he 
returned home from the gulf 

'"This group of sol- 
diers will defmitely be received 
well, with all the television 
coverage of the war that we 

exodus of troops returning 
home. I don't h o w  if that  wil l  
be the case here." 

Veterans from the 
Vietnam era have a different 
view. 

Marion Stringer, a 
green beret, remembers when 
he first returned from Vietnam 
to find that although the signs 
of racism had been removed 
from view, the mentality still 
remained. 

*My family owns a 
funeral home in Clarksdale, 
Miss., and to come home and 
to see the local sheriff address 
my father by his first name- 
that stung," Stringer says. 

But he  says he didn't 
feel betrayed. 

'I have nothing but 
respect for my country, and I 
don't feel any anger towards 
my country If I felt betrayed 
by anyone it  was by certain 
people who hadn't bothered to 
change the way they thought," 
Stnnger says. 

Samuel Mayfield, an 
Army parachute rigger in Viet- 
nam, shared Stringer's senti- 
ments. 

"I felt like I had 
served my country in vain,  be- 

caw BB soon' & we left and 
came back home, the Vietnam- 
ese bok over anyway," says 
Mayfield, originaUy from Wise, 
N.C. 

%ut I didn't feel be- 
trayed once I returned back 
home though. I felt Like I did 
what I waa supposed to and I 
don't feel bad about serving 
my country." 

Stringer says that he 
returned a much stronger per- 
son than he was before he left. 

"Combat hardens 
you and makes you speak up," 
he says. "You learn to just  turn 
inward and you learn to han- 
dle pressures a lot better. Be- 
ing able to do that helped me 
deal with what I faced when I 
came back." 

He added that sen- 
ing in Vietnam enabled him to 
take more from the racists he 
encountered in his hometown. 
He credits his religious up- 
bringing with also helping him 
cope. 

Stringer says that 
coming back to the states and 
not being welcomed also leR 
him hurt. 

7 remember going 
through Travis Air Force base 
right outside of San Francisco 
on my way back home and 
some guy spit on me and 
screamed that I was a baby 
killer," he says. 7 didn't ex- 
pect anybody to treat me like a 
hero when I came back, but I 
didn't expect to get spit on ei- 
ther." 

Venus Hammack, a 24- 

year veteran, received all the 
training she would need before 
she ever saw Vieham. * '  m e  
Queens. N.Y., native's f a the r  
was a decorated soldier in 
World War I1 and had encow- 
aged her to join the a rmed  
forces after her dreams of be- 
coming a singer were dashed 
after a .bus accident leR her 
vocal cords damaged. 

"He told me that t h e  
Army would teach me a skill, 
so I joined nght after my first 
year a t  college," she says. 

Hammack joined at 
a time when there were no op- 
portunities for women in the  
armed forces. 
Women at that time weren't 
allowed to have weapon train- 
ing and they told us  that  we  
wouldn't even be near battle," 
she says. 

Black women were- 
n't chosen for high-ranking of- 
fices, most of which went to  
White men. 

"I was placed in a 
mixed race unit of soldiers 
when I first went to Vietnam 
and by this time I was already 
ranked and they treated us  
like we were brand-new sol- 
diers," she says.  "They 
watched our every move and 
would comment if we came 
back to quarters later than 
they thought we should have." 

Unfortunately, race 
relations haven't improved 
much for the soldiers of today. 

"I think that  when 
the soldiers get back from 
fighting they will find that 

- 
things aren't really that d 
ent, an& they will also 
that the country they 
served wil l  have a very s 
memory and won't remen 
to help them," Hammack si 

Sims says tha t  w 
people will embrace this H 
retuning soldiers, there 
still be some traditions 1 

are hard to break. 
"I notice that a 

every war,  more and 1~ 
Black soldiers complain ab 
the way they have b 
treated," says the Milwau 
native. "In Vietnam we w 
singled out and if we cc 
plained, we were labeled 
combative. I'm not sure if ti 
is happening today, but 
military hasn't really chank 
much." 

Ball says that r: 
relations can't jus t  be i 
proved in the military; tk 
must be improved socially 

other for basic n 

and the poor fight just  to SL: 

vive. We've got to address th 
as a society a n d  then addre 
dealing with race relations." 




